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(2) a patent granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that a patent shall not be deemed filed in the United States for the purposes of this 
subsection based on the filing of an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 351(a). 

5. Claims 1 thai 7, 9 thru 14 and 16 thru 24 are rejected under 35 U.S.C 102(e) as being 
anticipated by Hide et al. '393. Hide discloses (see, for example, FIG. 6) an LED device 
comprising a Group in nitride layer (light emitting diode element) 12, support (base) 14, 
enclosure (resin) 26, and photoluminescent polymer film (fluorescent material containing layer) 
34. A reflector dish 16 houses the LED device and reflects any emitted light in a desired 
direction (through a convex lens 28). 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

6. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

7. Claim 8 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Hide et al. '393. 
Hide does not disclose said fluorescent material being an yttrium compound. However, it would 
have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of invention to use yttrium, since 
it has been held to be within the general skill of a worker in the art to select a known material on 
the basis of its suitability for the intended use (to obtain fluorescence) as a matter of obvious 
design choice. In re Leshin, 125 USPQ 416. 

8. Claims 15 and 25 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Hide et 
al. '393 as applied to claims 1 thru 7, 9 thru 14 and 16 thru 24 above, and further in view of 
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Shimizu et al. '440. Hide does not disclose a pair of electrodes arranged on said base; and said 
electrodes being surface-mounted directly to printed wires on a motherboard. However, Shimizu 
discloses a light emitting device comprising an arrangement wherein a p electrode and n 
electrode is connected to metal terminals 205 on a base through conductive wires 203. See 
column 8, lines 56-*. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
invention to have the same arrangement as Shimizu in order to effectively communicate with a 
LED within a compact package. 



Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Eugene Lee whose telephone number is 703-305-5695. The 
examiner can normally be reached on M-F 8-5. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Eddie C. Lee can be reached on 703-308-1690. The fax phone numbers for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned are 703-308-7722 for regular 
communications and 703-308-7722 for After Final communications. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or proceeding 
should be directed to the receptionist whose telephone number is 703-308-0956. 
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January 22, 2002 




